University of Nebraska - Lincoln

DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln
Documentary Editing: Journal of the Association
for Documentary Editing (1979-2011)

Documentary Editing, Association for

1979

Book and Articles of Interest

Follow this and additional works at: http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/docedit
Part of the Digital Humanities Commons, Other Arts and Humanities Commons, Reading and
Language Commons, and the Technical and Professional Writing Commons
"Book and Articles of Interest" (1979). Documentary Editing: Journal of the Association for Documentary Editing (1979-2011). Paper 81.
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/docedit/81

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Documentary Editing, Association for at DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska Lincoln. It has been accepted for inclusion in Documentary Editing: Journal of the Association for Documentary Editing (1979-2011) by an
authorized administrator of DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln.

ADE Newsletter - 6
in my op1n10n is as worthless for readers as it is for us editors. We need to have errors
noted and particular judgments questioned whenever (which is not always) the reviewer
knows enough about the subject. But what we need much more is an informed opinion about
how we are doing our job. Are the standards of selection defensible? Is our annotation
uniform or does it vary, perhaps unwittingly, with our view of the document's importance?
What are the main editorial problems in the volume, and how have we met them?
This kind of reviewing is not child's play. It requires reading most of the texts,
some of which -- let's face it -- are almost unreadable. It requires careful analysis of
what we are doing and perhaps, perish the thought, some reflection on whether that is
worth doing. How do we find such thoughtful and conscientious critics? Although many
established scholars have familiarized themselves with the techniques of modern editing,
not many can spare the time that a good review demands. They do, however, have promising
students, fledgling Ph.D. 's and possibly some not yet fledged, and could be asked to
select and even take some responsibility for such talented youngsters as reviewers.
Academics on the threshold of their careers need the chance to appear in print, and many
are willing to work hard for it; the best of them, I would argue, have at least as sound
judgment as those who now review us. Would the learned journals dare to experiment with
such an equal opportunity program?
BOOKS AND ARTICLES OF INTEREST
Directory of Archives and Manuscript Repositories. 1979 ed. $25. Order from Public Sales
Branch, The National Archives, Washington, D. C. 20408. Lists 2,700 sources of manuscripts with statements of current holdings, copying facilities, and special solicitations.
The Historian's Handbook: A Descriptive Guide to Reference Works, by Helen J. Poulton.
$14.50. University of Oklahoma Press, 1005 Asp~ve., Norman, Okla. 73019. Choice says:
itA useful, inexpensive, selective guide to reference works • . . artful and worthy of
recommendation to the novice."
"The Editing of Historical Documents," by G. Thomas Tanselle. 56 pp. $2.50. University
Press of Virginia, Box 3608, University Station, Charlottesville, Va. 22903. This reprint
of Tanselle's provocative critique of the major historical editing projects now in progress provides plenty of fuel for fireside discussions of the editor's function, his
discretionary powers, and the possibility of a more rigid adherence to literal texts.
A "FIND" OF HENRY FIELDING LETTERS
Until 1975 only 20 Henry Fielding (1707-1754) letters were known to exist, but the
efforts of Martin C. Battestin, William R. Kenan, Jr., Professor of English at the University of Virginia, have led to the discovery of 40 additional letters in recent years.
Working with his wife, Ruthe, who specializes in documentary research, Battestin has
systematically searched the major and minor British libraries and archives for Fielding
materials. In the summer of 1978 the husband-wife team found the only literary prose
manuscripts in Fielding's hand. Battestin says the essay, written in 1738, "will fill a
liuge gap in the Fielding biography." The manuscript was in a box of confiscated papers
taken when the British government seized the radical journal, Common Sense.
The Battestins are now on academic leave in London, continuing their search. ItWhen
we leave the archives at the end of each day of research," Mrs. Battestin reports, "we are
shocked back into the modern world." They hope to complete a full-length biography of
Fielding in the next five years.

